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Before the 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 
 
 
In the Matter of  ) 
  ) 
Request for Review of the Decision of   )                                      
the Universal Service Administrator  ) 
or Waiver by  ) 
    ) 
Edgewood Independent School District  ) File No. SLD-733321 
San Antonio, TX  )   
  ) 
Schools and Libraries Universal Service  )  CC Docket No. 02-6 
Support Mechanism 
	

 

REQUEST FOR REVIEW OR WAIVER 

Edgewood Independent School District (“School District”), by its representative, 

hereby requests that the Commission review and reverse the Decision of the 

Administrator (“USAC”) in the above-captioned matter dated March 14, 2012,1 and 

instruct USAC to fund the FY 2010 funding request in issue (FRN 1983901). 

Alternatively, the School District requests that the Commission reach the same result by 

waiving its rules, as there is extremely good cause for doing so.    

 

I. ISSUE 

 Whether the School District had an E-rate eligible contract for basic 

maintenance services for FY 2010. 

o Whether, as USAC contends, the parties’ contract was eligible only for 

one year, FY 2008.    

o Or whether, as the School District contends, the parties’ contract was 

for three years and thus eligible from FY 2008 through FY 2010. 

 

 

																																																								
1 See Exhibit 1, Funding Commitment Decision Letter 
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II. SUMMARY 

In January 2008, the School District awarded a contract for basic maintenance 

services2 to Rx Technologies (“RXT”)3 and, in FY 2008,4 received E-rate discounts on 

those services. There is no allegation that there was anything wrong with the competitive 

bidding process leading up to that contract.  The disagreement between the School 

District and USAC is over the term of that contract and nothing more.   

 

Because the term of the contract was not entirely clear from its face, the School 

District explained to USAC that it was for three years, an explanation that was consistent 

with the facts and supported by local procurement rules. Nevertheless, USAC decided to 

interpret the parties’ contract very differently.  Rather than accepting the School 

District’s reasonable and entirely plausible interpretation, which would have resulted in a 

funding commitment and furthered the objectives of the E-rate program, USAC opted for 

an interpretation that would do neither.  USAC’s interpretation of the ambiguous contract 

language lopped two years off of the three-year contract to which the parties had agreed, 

rendering it ineligible for discounts in FY 2010. The second and third years of the 

contract were ineligible, USAC said, because, in its opinion, the parties had agreed to a 

one-year contract with no provision for voluntary extensions.     

 

This matter turns entirely on whose interpretation of the parties’ contract is 

correct, USAC’s or the School District’s.  When it comes to contract interpretations that 

directly affect E-rate funding like this one does, and there is sufficient credible evidence 

to support the applicant’s interpretation, good public policy and basic tenets of contract 

interpretation dictate that USAC should not be allowed to substitute its interpretation for 

that of the applicant. As there is sufficient credible evidence in this record to support the 

School District’s interpretation, and, moreover, as that interpretation helps to further the 

goals and objectives of the E-rate program, whereas USAC’s does not, USAC’s decision 

should be reversed. 

																																																								
2	See Exhibit 2, Contract for Basic Maintenance (offer and acceptance signatures on page 1). 	
3	Major Inc. d/b/a Rx Technology	
4	The School District did not apply for discounts in FY 2009 for unrelated reasons.	



Request	for	Review	or	Waiver	–	Edgewood	Independent	School	District																													Page	3	of	5	
	

III. DISCUSSION 

The School District is adamant that it provided enough evidence to USAC to 

prove that the parties intended to enter into a contract for a three-year term, and, 

therefore, that the contract was, in fact, for a three-year term.5  Note that the term of the 

contract spanned multiple budget years. That is why the parties agreed to make it 

expressly contingent upon the availability of funds: “The District’s performance of this 

Contract beyond the Budget Year is contingent upon the availability of appropriated 

funds from which payment for contract purposes can be made.”6  And that is why the 

School District’s Board had to authorize payment to RXT for the second and third years 

of the contract, and why the School District had to issue a new purchase order every year.  

In this context, the annual authorizations and purchase orders did not extend the 

agreement “voluntarily,” but rather, enabled it to remain in effect by satisfying the 

contingency provision of the contract. 

 

The School District concedes that it made a serious drafting error by neglecting to 

clarify exactly when the contract would end.7  It said that the contract would run past 

June 30, 2009, if the parties agreed to a multi-year agreement, which they did, but, 

unfortunately, the date they agreed on never made its way into the contract. Naturally, the 

School District wishes that it had been more careful.  But, for contract interpretation 

purposes, what ultimately counts is what the parties actually intended, and what they 

actually intended was a three-year contract.  In the new maintenance contract that 

followed this one, the School District made sure to note that it was for three years.8  

 

The Main Purpose Doctrine of contract interpretation holds that the primary 

intent and purpose of the parties must prevail.  There is no good reason why that doctrine 

should not apply to E-rate contracts.  If USAC had applied it to the contract here, it 

would have found that the parties had intended to enter into a three-year agreement.   
																																																								
5	See, e.g., Exhibit 3 (Selective Review Information Response – Funding Year 2010). 
6	See	Exhibit 2, at p.48 (Section 6.06 of the Contract for Basic Maintenance – Availability of Funds).     
7	Id. at p. 46 (Section 6.01 – Type and Term of Contract) (“The contract period is expected to run through 
June 30, 2009 or later if multi-year contract is accepted”) 
8	See Exhibit 4 (first page of January 18, 2011 RFP for basic maintenance services) (“This RFP is for a 
three year agreement.”) 
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Instead, USAC decided to re-write the parties’ contract.  The Commission should not 

allow USAC to do that – in this or any other case.    

 

In cases like this one, where the applicant has provided credible evidence to 

USAC to support its own reasonable interpretation of its own contract, the Commission 

should not allow USAC to second-guess the applicant’s interpretation.  The heart of the 

E-rate program is competitive bidding, not contract formation.  And since USAC 

possesses neither the legal nor the administrative resources necessary to interpret and 

apply contract law from every state and territory to the countless contracts it sees during 

the application review process, this is not an area in which USAC should be permitted to 

dabble.  If a contract interpretation is going to affect an applicant’s E-rate funding, the 

presumption should be that the applicant’s reasonable interpretation of its own contract is 

correct, unless a preponderance of the credible evidence supports something different.    

 

Another relevant and very important consideration, which should not be 

overlooked, is how extremely important network maintenance is.  While maintaining a 

local area network may not be as interesting and exciting as purchasing and installing 

one, there is no question that it is essential.  To benefit fully from the advanced 

telecommunications networks that many billions of dollars of E-rate funds have helped to 

pay for since 1998, schools and libraries must have the money to maintain them.  For 

90% discount-applicants especially, the E-rate program is the only realistic place that 

money will come from.  If USAC continues to deny funding for maintenance to schools 

and libraries in cases like this one, where USAC and the applicant disagree only on 

whether the applicant’s contract was for one year or three, the Commission and the 

American public are going to see a very sharp decline in the return on their E-rate 

investment. 

 

Since (1) the School District’s maintenance contract was competitively bid in 

accordance with program rules; (2) a three-year term for a maintenance contract is 

entirely reasonable; (3) the parties conduct proved their intention to be bound for three 

years; (4) there is no allegation that the fees that the service provider charged for 
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USAC-"\e Universal Service Administrative Compan\' Schools and

Include the following to identify the

FUNDINGCOMMITMENTDECISIONLETTER
(Funding Year 2010: 07/01/2010 - 06/30/2011)

March 14, 2012

Ronald Bertoia
EDGEWOODINDEPSCHOOLDISTRICT
5358 WCOMMERCEST
SANANTONIO,TX 78237-1354

Re: Form 471 Application Number: 733321
Billed Entity Number (BEN): 141553
Billed Entity FCCRN: 0006918940
Applicant's Form Identifier: 471-10ll-SMART

Thank you for your Funding Year 2010 application for Universal Service Support and for
any assistance you provided throughout our review. The current status of the funding
request(s) in the Form 471 application cited above and featured in the Funding Commitment
Report(s) (Report) at the end of this letter is as follows.

- The amount, $1,194,297.16is "Denied."

Please refer to the Report following this letter for specific funding request
decisions and explanations. The Universal Service Administrative Company(USAC)is also
sending this information to your service provider( s) so preparations can begin for
implementing your approved discount(s) after you file FCCForm 486, Receipt of Service
Confirmation Form. A guide that provides a definition for each line of the Report
is available in the Reference Area of our website.

NEXTSTEPS

- Workwith your service provider to determine if you will receive discounted bills or
if you will request reimbursement from USACafter paying your bills in full
Review technology planning approval requirements

- Review CIPArequirements
- File Form 486
- Invoice USACusing the Form 474 (service provider) or Form 472 (Billed Entity

applicant) - as products and services are being delivered and billed

TOAPPEALTHIS DECISION:

Youhave the option of filing an appeal with the SLDor directly with the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC).

If you wish to appeal a decision in this letter to USAC,your appeal must be received
by USACor postmarked within 60 days of the date of this letter. Failure to meet this
requirement will result in automatic dismissal of your appeal. In your letter of appeal:

1. Include the name, address, telephone number, fax number, and (if available) email
address for the person who can most readily discuss this appeal with us.

2. State outright that your letter is an appeal.
letter and the decision you are appealing:
- Appellant name,
- Applicant name and service provider name, if different from appellant,
- Applicant BENand Service Provider IdentificationNumber (SPIN),
- Form 471 Application Number733321 as assigned by USAC,

"Funding CommitmentDecision Letter for Funding Year 2010," AND
- The exact text or the decision that you are appealing.

Schools and Libraries Division - Correspondence Unit
30 Lanidex Plaza West, PO Box 685, Parsippany, NJ 07054-0685

Visit us online at: wl1lw.usac.org/sl

P1X81L00100002 -000020203LOOOO



3. Please keep your .letter to the point, and provide documentation to support your
appea~. Be sure to keep a copy of your entire appeal, including any correspondence

" "'and' documentation.

4. J:f yo", are the applicant, pllase provide a copy of your appeal to the service
prov~der(s) affected by USACs decision. If you are the service provider, please
prov~de a copy of your appeal to the applicant(s) affected by USAC'sdecision.

5. Provide an authorized signature on your letter of appeal.

To submit your appeal to USACby email, email your appeal to
appeals@sl.universalservice.org. USACwill automatically reply to incoming emails
to confirm receipt.

To submit your appeal to USACby fax, fax your appeal to (973) 599-6542.

To submit your appeal to USACon paper, send your appeal to:

Letter of Appeal
Schools and Libraries Division - Correspondence Unit
30 Lanidex Plaza West
PO Box 685
Parsippany, NJ 07054-0685

If you wish to appeal a decision in this letter to the FCC, you should refer to
CCDocket No. 02-6 on the first page of your appeal to the FCC. Your appeal must
be received by the FCCor postmarked within 60 days of the date of this letter.
Failure to meet this requirement will result in automatic dismissal of your appeal.
Westrongly recommendthat you use the electronic filing options described in the
"Appeals Procedure" posted in the Reference Area of our website. If you are
submitting your appeal via United States Postal Service, send to: FCC, Office of
the Secretary, 445 12th Street SW,Washington, DC20554.

OBLIGATIONTOPAYNON-DISCOUNTPORTION

Applicants are required to pal:' the non-discount portion of the cost of the products
and/or services to their serv~ce provider(s). Service providers are required to
bill applicants for the non-discount portion. The FCCstated that requiring
applicants to pay their share ensures efficiency and accountability in the program.
If USACis being billed via the FCCForm 474, the service provider must bill the
applicant at the same time it bills USAC. If USAC'is being billed via the FCCForm
472, the applicant pays the service provider in full (the non-discount plus
discount portion) and then seeks reimbursement from USAC. If you are using a
trade-in as part of your non-discount portion, please refer to our website for more
information.

NOTICEONRULESANDFUNDSAVAILABILITY

Applicants' receipt of funding commitments is contingent on their compliance with all
statutory, regulatory, and procedural requirements of the Schools and Libraries Program.
Applicants whohave received funding commitments continue t~ be subject to audits and
other reviews that USACand/or the FCCmay undertake per~od~cally to assure that funds
that have been committed are being used in accordance with all such requJ.rements. USAC
may be required to reduce ,or cancel funding commitments that were ,not issuedin
accordance with such requJ.rements, whether due to act10n or J.nactJ.on, J.ncludJ.ng but not
limi ted to that by USAC,the applicant, or the service provider. USAC,and other
appropriate authorities (including but not limited to the FCC), may pursue enforcement
actions and other means of recourse to collect J.mproperly dJ.sbursed funds. The tJ.mJ.ng
of payment of invoices may also be affected by the availability of funds based on the
amount of funds collected from contributing telecommunications compan~es.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

FCDL/Schoolsand Libraries Division/USAC
00003
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FUNDINGCOMMITMENTREPORT
Billed Entity Name: EDGEWOODINDEPSCHOOLDISTRICT EDGEWOOD ISO

F~~~in~4i~~:: 2010 . PURCHASING DEPARTMENT

Commenton RALcorrections: The applicant did not submit any RALWtJfAR.i/djts,.H 4: 00
Form 471 Application Number: 733321'
Funding Request Number: 1983901
Funding Status: Not Funded
Category of Service: Basic Maintenance of Internal Connection
Form 470 Application Number: 640510000647763
SPIN: 143007191
Service Provider Name: Major Inc.
Contract Number: RFP #08-003
Billing Account Number: N/A
Multiple Billing Account Numbers: N
Service Start Date: 07/01/2010
Service End Date: N/A
Contract Award Date: 02/07/2008
Contract Expiration Date: 06/30/2011
Shared Worksheet Number: 1195440
Number of Months Recurring Service Provided in Funding Year: 12
Annual Pre-discount Amount for Eligible Recurring Charges: $1,326,996.84
Annual Pre-discount Amount for Eligible Non-recurring Charges: $.00
Pre-discount Amount: $1,326,996.84
Discount Percentage Approved by the USAC:90%
Funding CommitmentDecision: $0.00 - Contract Extension Violation
Funding CommitmentDecision Explanation: MR1:The dollars reques ted were reduced to
remove the ineligibleproduct(sl/service(s):IPCX-3YENH-SEAT10for $405/month,
IPCX-3YENH-SEAT50for$675/month, CWWLSE-2.12-SW-K9for$170/month, IPCX-3YENH-SVRl
for $80/month, IPTV-VIEW-MP2-ADDfor$1,667/month,CE-566-144GB-K9(25% ineligible)
for $20/month, IPTV-3412-CTRLfor $352/month, IPTV-3432-ARCHfor $3S2/month,
IPVC-3540-AS for $66/month, PIX-525-FO-BUNfor $50/month, WS-SVC-IDS2-BUN-K9for
$3,599 /month. <> <> <> <> <> MR2: The dollars requested were reduced by $690/month
because the applicant failed to provide complete model information for the PIX 535
Firewall appliance. This information was needed to determine the eligibility of the
product/service in this FRN. <> <> <> <> <> MR3: The FRNwas modified from
$118,708.32/monthto $110,583.07 /month to agree with the applicant documentation.
<><><><><> MR4:The Contract Award Date was changed from 02/05/2008 to 02/07/2008 to
agree with the documentation provided during the review of the Form 471. <> <> <> <> <>
DR1: FRNis denied because the applicant is relying on a voluntary contract extension
but the original contract did not include a provision for voluntary contract
extensions. Therefore, the extended contract does not meet E-rate requirements and
cannot be used to support the funding request and the. funding request is not
supported by a contract that is in force for the Fund Year.

FCDLDate: 03/14/2012
WaveNumber: 089
Last Allowable Date for Delivery and Installation for Non-Recurring Services: 09/30/2013

I~
~

I
I
I
I
I

I

I

FCDL/Schools and Libraries Division/USAC

lXB1L00100002 -00002030350000 00003
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Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools and Libraries Division
Correspondence Unit
30 Lanidex Plaza West
PO Box 685
Parsippany, NJ 07054-0685

P1X81L00100002 -00002010300400

EDGEWOOD ISO
PURCHASING DEPARTMENT

2012 MAR 19 PH ••: 00

TIME SENSITIVE MATERIAL

00003
Ronald Bertoia
EDGEWOODINDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT
5358 W COMMERCEST
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78237-1354
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Selective Review Information Response 
Funding Year 2010 

�

�

��  

�

Applicant�Name:� � Edgewood�Independent�School�District�

Billed�Entity�Number:� � 141553�

Form�471�Application�Number:� � 733321�

Date�Submitted:� � 10/21/2011�

�



Edgewood�Independent�School�District� � Billed�Entity�Number:�141553�

� � � �Page�2�

Item 1 

RFP�10Ͳ006:��
You�have�indicated�in�your�response�that�you�would�like�to�modify�form�470#�from�640510000647763�to�
878690000794532.�You�have�also�indicated�that�procurement�of�service�was�based�on�RFP�10Ͳ006.�Copy�
of�RFP�10Ͳ006�is�already�submitted�by�Ronald�Bertoia.��

Item 1 Response 

Please�disregard�the�prior�request�to�modify�the�Form�470�used�to�request�SmartNet�service�for�FRN�
1983901�on�Application�#733321.��The�Form�470�and�contract�referenced�on�the�Block�5�as�originally�
filed�was�correct.��The�district�is�therefore�answering�a�previous�question�regarding�the�contract�
extension�for�this�FRN.��For�ease�of�reference,�the�prior�question�is�referenced�below�as�well�as�the�
District’s�response.�

�

Question�
Application#�733321Ͳ�FRN�1983901�
Contract:�
The�copy�of�the�Amendment#1�to�the�contract�you�have�submitted�doesn’t�support�the�term�of�the�
contract.�And�contract�clause�6.01�in�RFP�08Ͳ003�indicates�“Contract�term�is�expected�to�run�through�
June�30,�2009�or,�if�a�multiͲyear�contracted�is�issued�at�the�term�of�the�contract�date.”��
�
Please�provide�original�contract�and�any�amendments�signed�to�extend�the�contract�to�cover�the�FY�
2010Ͳ2011.�

�

Response�
Per�the�Texas�Education�Agency’s�purchasing�regulations,�a�Purchase�Order�approved�by�the�Edgewood�
Board�Trustee’s�or�their�designee�operates�as�a�binding�agreement.��Section�3.2.4�regarding�Purchase�
Orders�from�the�TEA�regulations�is�included�for�reference.��The�full�manual�is�over�250�pages,�so�only�the�
required�section�regarding�a�purchase�order�operating�as�a�binding�commitment�is�included�in�this�
response.��If�a�full�copy�of�the�manual�is�needed,�it�will�be�provided�upon�request.�
�
In�order�to�document�the�contract�and�Purchase�Orders�that�extended�the�contract�to�cover�the�2010�
Funding�Year,�the�following�documents�are�attached:�

x TEA�Purchasing�Manual�Section�3.2.4�–�Purchase�Order�
x Acceptance�signed�by�District�on�2/7/2008�
x Board�of�Trustee’s�Meeting�Minutes�dated�05/24/2010�and�06/28/2010�approving�POs�for�

Smartnet�service�for�the�upcoming�year�–�relevant�sections�are�highlighted�for�reference.�



 .  
 .  
 .  
 .  
 .  

28 . Purchasing 
 .  

 
 

Texas Education Agency – Resource Guide  January 2010 

HB 962 exempts the purchase, acquisition, or license of library goods and services for a 
library operated as part of a junior college district from the purchasing laws under TEC 
44.031.  The effective date of this change was June 19, 2009. 

3.2.4.Purchase Orders 
 
Purchase orders are among the most commonly utilized method for procuring goods and 
services.  As its name indicates, this document serves as a formal order for goods, materials 
and/or services from a vendor.  A purchase order, once approved, is a binding commitment 
for a district to remit payment to the vendor after the item(s) and an invoice are received by 
the district. 
 
A purchase order is also an important accounting document.  It contains information on the 
expenditure to be made and the account code to be charged.  Once issued, the purchase 
order encumbers funds, which serves as an expenditure control mechanism.  Finally, the 
purchase order is utilized in the accounts payable process as it documents that an order has 
been received and accepted by the user and payment can be made to the vendor. 
 

3.2.5.Requisition Process 
 
A requisition is an internal document by which a campus or department of the district 
requests the purchasing department to initiate a purchase order.  It is a request generated 
manually or electronically (through use of automated systems) for the purchase of supplies, 
services, equipment, etc. 
 

3.2.5.1.Approval of Requisitions 
 
Requisitions should be initiated by those having proper authority, as defined in the district 
purchasing policy manual.  Requisitions initiated by instructional, maintenance and support 
personnel should then be approved by the appropriate person, either the principal, 
department head or superintendent.  Requisitions which require expenditures from the 
Special Revenue Fund should be approved by the program administrator. 
 
Section 44.052 Texas Education Code states that a superintendent that approves any 
expenditure of school funds in excess of the amount appropriated for that item(s) in the 
adopted budget commits a Class C misdemeanor offense.  Consequently, close supervision 
and monitoring of the availability of budget dollars and of the approval process for 
requisition are important elements of a district’s purchasing process. 
 















Trinity University, through its Trinity Upward Bound program, to offer 
Edgewood ISD students the opportunity to earn college credit hours in 
Psychology. 

D. Approval to accept the Annual School Health Advisory Council (SHAC) 
Summary Report for 2009-2010. 

E. Approval of new high school courses in the area of Career & Technology 
Education to be added to the list of courses offered to the students ofEISD. 

F. Approval of an E-rate operational spin change request to the School and Library 
Division (SLD) for a qualified vendor to fulfill E-rate 11 projects under E-rate and 
Local funding commitments in accordance with lawful requirements. 

G. Approval of purchase order for the second half ofE-Rate 12 Eligible Maintenance 
and warranty for Srnartnet Contracted Services to RX Technology Inc. for fiscal 
year 2009-2010 in the amount of$633,750. 

H. Approval of promotions, transfers, new hires, resignations, retirements and re-
assignments for professional contract personnel where Board Action is required 
[Note: Board action on this item, if any, is limited to those personnel items that 
require Board action; otherwise, the item is for information only, whether or not 
the Board approves a motion to approve this item; and, in any event, the Board 
does not approve transfers, resignations previously approved by the 
Superintendent, retirements and reassignments.] 

1. Authorization to issue notice to the general public in accordance with law for the 
proposed sale or exchange of District real property and the procedure under which 
sealed bids to purchase the land or offers to trade for the land shall be submitted, 
to wit: N Irr. 98.79' of Lot 40 and Lot 42, Block I NCB 8857, and formerly 
known as H.K. Williams Elementary School. 

J. Approval to use DBR Engineering for a District-wide security lighting assessment 
in support of the District Security Lighting Project in the amount not to exceed 
$31,500.00 from bond proceeds. 

K Approval of change order #1 with De La Garza Fence Co., for the installation of 
additional work added by campuses through our needs assessment and security 
audit in the amount of$37,626.00. 

L. Approval to contract TO Industries Inc., for the installation of air-cooled chiller 
and update the pneumatic controls systems in support of the Truman Middle 
School Stem Program in the amount of$106,000.00. 

M. Approval of change order #1 in the amount of$44,902.00 and change order #2 in 
the amount of$74,134.00 to R.L. Rhode General Contractors for the additional 
site work at Cardenas E.C. added by EISD staffand campus. 

N. Approval of designation of funds in the amount of$680,000 for renovations to 
Emma Freyl Alternative Education Center. 

O. Approval to contract with TO Industries Inc., for the installation of the HVAC 
Mechanical System at Emma Frey in support of the Alternative Education Center 
not to exceed $575,000.00 











B. Approval ofthe Budget Amendments for the period of May 14,2010 through 
June 16,2010. 

C. Approval ofthe 2010-2011 School Board Meeting dates. 
VIII. Individual Items for Consideration and Approval: 

A. Approval of statement from the Law Firm of Escamilla & Poneck, Inc. in the 
amount of $42,4 17.09 for Professional Services Rendered using local funds. 

B. Approval of Quarterly Investment Report for May 1,2010 through May 21,2010. 
C. Approval of the Wortham Insurance & Risk Management for Insurance 

Consultant Services. 
D. Approval of the Position Stipends for the 2010-2011 school year. 
E. Approval of the Edgewood Independent School District Employee Compensation 

Plan for the 2010-2011 school year. 
F. Approval of the Edgewood Independent School District Supplemental 

Duty Compensation Scale for supplemental duties for which additional 
compensation is recommended by the Superintendent. 

G. Approval of revised lease of Building Agreement with Edgewood Family 
Network for a portion of Emma Frey Elementary School. 

H. Approval of promotions, transfers, new hires, resignations, retirements and re-
assignments for professional contract personnel where Board Action is required 
[Note: Board action on this item, if any, is limited to those personnel items that 
require Board action; otherwise, the item is for information only, whether or not 
the Board approves a motion to approve this item; and, in any event, the Board 
does not approve transfers, resignations previously approved by the 
Superintendent, retirements and reassignments.] 

1. Approval to designate fund balance in the amount of $4,500,000 for E-Rate 
eligible and local funded projects under E-Rate applications 11, 12 and 13. 

J. Approval of Purchase Order for services to be performed by INX, Inc., not to 
exceed $205,000 for Maintenance and Basic Technical support ofE-rate eligible 
and non-E-rate devices for E-Rate 13. 

K. Approval of purchase order to Major Inc., d/b/a RX Technology Inc., not to 
exceed $816,000, utilizing e-rate and local funds , for the third year of a three year 
Cisco SmartNet Warranty and Service contract for July 1,2010 through June 30, 
2011. 

L. Approval to submit the 2010-2011 No Child Left Behind (NCLB» Consolidated 
Federal Grant (NCLBAA II) for Title I-Part A, Title I-Part C (Migrant), Title II-
Part A (Professional Development) and Tile III (Bilingual) programs. 

M. Approval to submit the 2010-2011 Special Education Consolidated Federal Grant 
(SPEDAAll) for IDEA-B and IDEA-B and IDEA-B Preschool programs. 

N. Approval to submit payment to Regional Day School for the deafin the amount of 
$49,491.64, using IDEA-B·funds and special education funds. 

O. Approval of the Board delegate and Alternate to the T ASB 2010 Delegate 
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Edgewood ISD RFP 11-004 Technology Maintenance Services 

 
VENDOR(S)'S (COMPANY) NAME __________________________ Page 1 of 38 

SOLICITATION, OFFER, AND AWARD                    
___________________________________________________________________ 
1. CONTRACT #   2. SOLICITATION NO. 
3. TYPE OF SOLICITATION:    4. DATE ISSUED:     January 18, 2011 
Sealed Bid (IFB)       Negotiated (RFP)  
5. REQ. # RFP 11-004 Technology Maintenance 
Services 

6. ISSUED BY: Edgewood I. S. D. 

7. ADDRESS SOLICITATION RESPONSE TO: 8. Department, Associated: IT Department 
DEPARTMENT OF PURCHASING  
EDGEWOOD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 9. This offer expires 06/30/2011 
5358 W. COMMERCE STREET    
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS  78237 

 

NOTE: In Invitations for Bid, "offer" and "Vendor(s)" mean "bid" and "Vendor(s)."  
 
A PRE-PROPOSAL MEETING WILL BE HELD ON January 20, 2011 AT THE TECHNOLGY 
OFFICES LOCATED ON THE EDGEWOOD HS ACADEMY PREMISES AT 1:00 PM, 602 SW 34th Street, 
San Antonio, TX  78237. 

                               SOLICITATION                              
__________________________________________________________________ 
 Sealed offers with an original signature(identified as such), one copy (identified 

as such) and one electronic copy (Microsoft Word and Excel) for furnishing the 
supplies and/or services in the bid form will be received at the place specified in 
Item 7 until 10:00 A.M. local time, February 16, 2011. 
CAUTION:  All offers are subject to all terms contained in this solicitation. 

9. For information send email to: Ronald.bertoia@eisd.net 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
    Subject: RFP 11-004 Technology Maintenance Services 

 
OFFER (Must be fully completed by Vendor(s))________ 

10. In compliance with the above, if this offer is accepted, the Vendor(s) agrees, to 
furnish any or all items upon which prices are offered and accepted at the price set 
opposite each item, delivered at the designated point(s) specified in the solicitation. 
Further, this offer is contingent upon SLD funding approval and must have all 
deliverables, installations, services and configurations completed prior to the applicable 
SLD closing date window for funding. This RFP is for a three year agreement. 
 
11. DISCOUNT FOR PROMPT PAYMENT:   %   _Days  Net 30 days unless a discount is offered. 
___________________________________________________________________
12.  ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF AMENDMENTS          | AMENDMENT NO.  DATE   | AMENDMENT NO.  DATE 

   
     The Vendor(s) acknowledges receipt of  | ______________________| ___________________ 
     AMENDMENTS to the SOLICITATION and     | 
     related documents numbered and dated   | ______________________| ___________________ 
13. Name and Address of Vendor(s)         
      

14. Name and Title of Person Authorized to 

Company Name: Sign Offer: 
Address: Print Name: 
City State Zip:               Title: 
Telephone No:                Signature: 
Fax No: Date:  
 
15. ACCEPTED AS TO ITEMS NUMBERED:     | 16. AMOUNT:     | 17. ACCOUNTING AND APPROPRIATION: 

ACCEPTANCE (To be completed by the District)_ 
                                                                                           
18. PAYMENT WILL BE MADE BY ACCOUNTS PAYABLE: Accounts Payable, 5358 W. Commerce Street 
    San Antonio, TX, 78237     Submit invoices in three (3) copies.            __ 
 
19. For the Edgewood I.S.D.: | 20. Signature of Purchasing Agent: | 21. Date: 
                             __                       _______________________________ 
IMPORTANT:  Award will be made on this form or by other authorized official written notice. 
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